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0195, Mishbranding of Daisy dairy feed. U. S, * ¥ % v, St_ltherlandFlour
Mills Co., n Corporation. Plea of guiity. Fine, $75 and costs.
(F. & D. No. 12891, I. S, Nos. 7490-r, 10909-r, 11681-r.)

On December 4, 1920, the United States attorney for the Hastern District of
Jllinois, acting upon a report by the Secretary of Agriculture, filed in the
District Court of the United States for said district an information agamst
the Sutherland Flour Mills (6., a corporation, Cairo, 111, alleging shipmert by
said defendant, m vmlatlon of the Food ,and Drugs Act, on.or about Hebruary
13, February 19, and March 21, 1919, from the State of Illinois into the States
of Texas, Kentucky, and Arkansas, 1espect1ve1y, of quantities of Daisy dairy.
feed which was mzsbranded

Analyses of samples of the article by the Bureau of Chermstry of this depart-
ment showed the followmg 1esu1ts

X

Texas |Kentucky| Arkafisas
consign- | consign-- consign-
mert. ment. ‘| ment.

Per-cént. |Per cent. | Per éent.”

Monture.....................-.._.,...,, ........... g e aretanae s 13,18 14,63 - 17.98
Bl e iiiiieacncaceccunericaase et cesrtirurrenannaacacase cnnanreensaanaan 1,65 |eounnnnn.. 1. 34
CLudeﬁber.. 16.381 17.4 - 14.46. -
Protein........... PR, et metsessamecsasmepenaeaaann ceecesmmanaan . 853 10.30 .. . -8.06

The Kentucky consignment consisted of alfalfa, wheat bran, and a-few
ground weed seeds, with no evidence of the presence of a corn or an oat product.
"The Arkansas consignment consisted essentially of wheat screenings and alfalfa
meal, and contained a small amount of wheat bran and oat hulls, but no corn.
All consignments were below the gunarantee in protein and fat, and above in
crude fiber. ;

Misbranding of the artxcle was alleged in substance in the information for
the reason that the following statements, to wit, “ Guaranhteed Analysis: Pro-
tein 13.25 per cent, Fat 3.50 per cent, Fibre 12.50 per cent,” with respect to the
Texas and Arkansas consignments, the statement, “ Dairy Feed Made from
Ground Corn,” with respect to the Arkansas consignment, and the statements,
“ Guaranteed Analysis Protein 13.25 per cent * * * Tiber 12.50 per cent;
Made From: * * * Ground Corn * * * (Qat Middlings, Oat Shorts
and Oat Hulls) * * *7” with respect to the Kentucky consignment, borne on
the tags attached to the sacks containing the article, regarding it and tho
ingredients and substances contained therein, were false and misleading and
deceived and misled the purchaser in that they represented that the Texas and
Arkansas consignments contained not less than 13.25 per cent of protein and
3.50 per cent of fat, and not more than 12,50 per cent of fiber, that the Arkansas
consignment was dairy feed made in part from ground corn, and that the
Kentucky consignment contained not less than 13.25 per cent -of protein and not
more than 12.50 per cent of fiber, and that it contained ground corn, oat mid-
dlings, oat shorts, and oat hulls, whereas, in truth and in fact, the Texag and
Arkansas consignments contained less protein and fat and more fiber than
declared, that is to say, the Texas consignment contained approximately 8.53
per cent of protein, 1.65 per cent of fat, and 16.31 per cent of fiber, and the
Arkansas consignment contained approximately 8.06 per cent of protein, 1.34
per cent of fat, and 14.46 per cent of fiber, and contained no ground corn, and
the Xentucky consignment contained less than 13.25 per cent of protein and more
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than 12.50 per cent of fiber, and said article contained no ground corn, oat
middlings. oat shorts, or cat hulls..
On - January 4, 1921, a plea of guilty to the information was entered on behalf
of the defendant company, and the court imposed a fine of $75 and costs.
.. D: BaLy, Acting Secretary of Agriculiure.

91906, Adulteration and :mlsblan(hng of wheat sh(uts U. 8. # % = ¥,
Sutheriand Floar Mills Co, a Colpﬁuatlou Plea of guilty. Xine,
82100 and costs. (. & D. No.'13230. 1. S Nos. 11151-r, 16574-1.)

On November 19, 1990 the United States attorney for the Eqstern District
of Illinois, acting upon a report by, the Sec1eta1y of Agrlcultule filed in the -
District Court of the United States for S'lld dIthICt an mfmmatmn against
the Suther and Flour Mills Co., a corporatlon Cauo IH ‘111e0rm0 shipment by

said’ company, in vmlatwn of th@ Food and Dlugs Act on or about August 25
and 26, 1919, from the %tate of Ilhnms into the Statgs of Florida and T\Ilbbl%.:lppl
1espect1vely, of quantltleb of alleged Wheat shorts which were adulterated and
misbranded. The article was labeled in part, “ Wheat Shorts From Wheat

Products And Ground Screenings .* *  *  Manufactured By Sutherland Flour
Mills Company, Cairo, I11.”

Analyses of samples of the article by the Bureau of Chemistry of this depart-
ment showed that it was a mixture of flour, reground wheat bran, and
screenings.

Adulteration of.the artiele was alleged in the-information for the reason tlnt
a substance, to wit, reground bran, had been mixed and packed therewith so- as
to lower and reduce and injuriously affect its quality and strength, and had
beefi substituted in part for wheat shorts, which the article purported to be,,

Misbranding was alleged for the reason that the statement, to wit, “ Wheat
Shorts,” -borne on the tags attached to the saeks containing the article, regarding
it and the ingredients and substances contained therein, was false and mislead-
“ing in that it represented that the article consisted wholly of wheat shorts, and
for the further reason that the article was labeled as aforesaid so as to deceive

. and mislead the purchaser into the belief that it consisted wholly of wheat
shorts, whereas, in truth and in fact, it did not so consist, but did consist in
large part of reground bran. Misbranding was alleged for the further reason
that the article was a mixture composed in lal'ge part of reground bran pre-
pared in imitation--of wheat shorts, and was offered for sale and sold under
the distinctive name of another articie, to wit, wheat shorts.

On January 4, 1921, a plea of guilty to the information was entered on behalf

of the defendant company, and the court imposed a fine of $100 and costs.
‘1. D. BALn, Acting Secretary of Agriculture.

D197, _Adultelutlon and misbranding of vinegar. U. S. * * * vy, 233
Dozen Bottles ¥ * x gof * * ¥ Vimegar. Default decrec of
condenlnatlon, forfeiture, and destruction. (I. & D. No, 13867, I, S.
No. 8658—t. 8. No. E-2879.) i

On November 18, 1920, the United States attorney for the District of Colum-
Dia, acting upon a report by the Secretary of Agriculture, filed in the Supreme
Court of the District aforesaid, holding a district court, a libel for the seizure
~and condemnation of 23} dozen bottles, more or less, of vinegar, at Wash-
ington, D. C., alleging that the article had been offered for sale and sold at
the District aforesaid by C. W. Davis & Son, Washington, D. C., and charging
adulteration and misbranding in violation of the Food and Drugs Act. The
article was labeled in part, “Pure Cider Vinegar. Made From The Juice Of
Fresh Apples 16 oz. C. W, Davis & Son, Washington, D. C.”



